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05 D ynam icaldensity functionaltheory:

binary phase-separating colloidaluid in a cavity

A J A rcherz

H H W illsPhysicsLaboratory,University ofBristol,BristolBS8 1TL,UK

A bstract. The dynam icaldensity functionaltheory ofM arconiand Tarazona [J.

Chem .Phys.,110,8032(1999)],atheory forthenon-equilibrium dynam icsoftheone-

body density pro�leofa colloidaluid,isapplied to a binary uid m ixtureofrepulsive

G aussian particlescon�ned in a sphericalcavity ofvariable size.Forthism odeluid

there exists an extrem ely sim ple Helm holtz free energy functionalthat provides a

rem arkably accurate description ofthe equilibrium uid properties.W e therefore use

this functionalto test the assum ptions im plicit in the dynam icaldensity functional

theory, rather than any approxim ations involved in constructing the free energy

functional.W e�nd very good agreem entbetween the theory and Brownian dynam ics

sim ulations,focusing on caseswherethecon�ned uid exhibitsphaseseparation in the

cavity.W e also presentan instructive derivation ofthe Sm oluchowskiequation (from

which oneisableto derivethedynam icaldensity functionaltheory)starting from the

Liouvilleequation { a fully m icroscopictreatm entofthe colloid and solventparticles.

This‘coarse-graining’is,ofcourse,notexactand thusthederivation dem onstratesthe

physicalassum ptionsim plicitin the Sm oluchowskiequation and therefore also in the

dynam icaldensity functionaltheory.

1. Introduction

Fora m ulti-com ponentuid com posed ofparticleswith a largesize di�erence between

the di�erent com ponents, a theoretical description of the (inhom ogeneous) uid

dynam ics is challenging due to the varying equilibration tim escales for the di�erent

species of particles in the uid. Colloidalsuspensions are a particular exam ple of

such com plex uids. Typically,the colloids are 10{1000nm in diam eter,whereas the

solventm oleculesare,in thecase ofwater,� 0:2nm .Thesituationsin which a theory

could be used to describe the m otion ofinhom ogeneous (con�ned) colloidalparticles

are m any. Forexam ple,in colloidalphysics the use ofopticaltweezers to con�ne and

then m oveindividualofgroupsofcolloidsiscom m on [1].Sim ulating such a uid isalso

com putationally expensive,because ofthe huge num bersofsolventm oleculesrequired

when sim ulatingeven alim ited num berofcolloids.A com m on approach tosuch system s

isto integrate outthe degreesoffreedom ofthe sm allerparticlesin orderto rendera
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description ofthesystem based only on the (m uch sm aller)phase space corresponding

to thedegreesoffreedom ofthebig colloid particles[2].

In the case ofcolloidaluidsin therm al(static)equilibrium ,this‘coarse-grained’

approach is,atleastform ally,wellunderstood and oneisableto form ulatean e�ective

Ham iltonian fortheuid involving only thephasespacecoordinatesofthebigparticles.

Ofcourse,the e�ective potentialbetween the big particles is,in general,m any-body

in character and dependent on the density ofboth the solvent and colloid particles

[2,3]. For exam ple,the depletion potential,or e�ective solvent m ediated interaction

potential,between bighard-sphereparticlesdissolved in asolventofsm allhard spheres,

is oscillatory for large separations [4]and is therefore very di�erent from the ‘bare’

potentialsonetypically encountersbetween theparticlesofa m olecularuid.However,

forthenon-equilibrium dynam icsofcolloidaluids,coarse-graining iscarried outon a

m oread-hocbasis.A com m on approach istousethee�ectivesolventm ediated potential

obtained from theequilibrium theory togetherwith stochasticequationsofm otion {i.e.

the force on the colloids due to collisions with the solvent particles is m odelled as a

random white noise term and a frictional(Stokes) one-body drag force. The colloids

arethusm odelled asBrownian particles.From the(Langevin)equationsofm otion for

the Brownian particlesone can obtain the Fokker-Planck (Sm oluchowski)equation [5]

forthecolloid probability distribution function in phase space,and thusoneisableto

determ ine non-equilibrium dynam ic propertiesofthe colloidaluid. In going to such

a stochastic description ofthe dynam icsone inevitably neglectshydrodynam ic e�ects.

W ejustify theabovestochasticapproach in Sec.4.

In thispaperweconsidercasesofam odelcolloidaluid con�ned in tim edependent

one-body external potentials. W e focus on the tim e dependence of the uid one-

body density pro�le,using the dynam icaldensity functionaltheory (DDFT) derived

recently by M arconi and Tarazona [6, 7] x. In a recent paper [9] (see also Ref.

[10]),it was dem onstrated that this DDFT could be derived from the Sm oluchowski

equation,by m aking theassum ption thatthe form ofcorrelationsbetween particlesin

an inhom ogeneousuid outofequilibrium ,isthe sam e asin an equilibrium uid with

the sam e one body density pro�le [6,7,9]. W e apply the DDFT to the dynam ics of

a particular m odelcolloidaluid, the binary Gaussian core m odel(GCM ),m aking

a com parison between the results from the DDFT and Brownian dynam ics (BD)

sim ulation results. Dzubiella and Likos [11]m ade a sim ilar com parison for the one

com ponent GCM ,and found good agreem ent between theory and sim ulations. The

GCM isasim plem odelforthee�ectivepotentialbetween thecentersofm assofpolym ers

ordendrim ersin solution [3,12,13,14,15,16,17,18].Thereason Dzubiella and Likos

chose this particular m odeluid is that there exists a very sim ple, yet rem arkably

accurate (aswe dem onstrate below form ixtures)Helm holtz free energy functionalfor

describing the equilibrium properties ofthe GCM [3,19,20,21,22,23,24]and thus

by using thisfunctionalcom bined with the DDFT they were able to testsom e ofthe

x The key DDFT equation (Eq.(16))wasproposed originally,withoutderivation,by Evans[8].
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approxim ationsinherentin theDDFT,ratherthan theapproxim ationsinvolved in the

freeenergy functional.TheDDFT hasalso been successfully applied to situationswith

steadycurrents[25,26]and veryrecently,Rexetal haveapplied theDDFT totheGCM

uid in shear and travelling wave potentials[27]. Forthese cases they also �nd good

agreem entbetween theory and sim ulations.Oneparticularquestion wewish to address

hereiswhethertheDDFT can incorporatedynam icale�ectsthatarespeci�ctocolloidal

uidscom posed oftwo di�erentspeciesofcolloidsand,in particular,dynam icale�ects

arising when there isphase separation and wetting phenom ena in a con�ned colloidal

uid.

The paperisarranged asfollows: In Sec.2 we introduce and briey describe the

DDFT.The resultsfrom the application ofthe DDFT arepresented in Sec.3.In Sec.

4 we give an alternative derivation ofthe Sm oluchowskiequation. Starting from the

Liouville equations for a m ixture ofcolloid and solvent particles,we �rst obtain the

Kram ersequation and then from thistheSm oluchowskiequation.Theseequationscan

also bederived asthe (generalised)Fokker-Planck equationsfora system ofBrownian

particleswith stochasticequationsofm otion.Thepresentderivation elucidatessom eof

thephysicalassum ptionsconcerningtheuid dynam icsthatareim plicitin theKram ers

and theSm oluchowskiequations.W ebelievethisderivation shedslighton thestatusof

theDDFT and theapproxim ationsinherentin thistheory.Finally,in Sec.5 wediscuss

ourresultsand draw som econclusions.

2. T he D D FT

BeforeintroducingtheDDFT,werecallbrieysom eofthebasicresultsfrom equilibrium

density functionaltheory (EDFT) [8,28]that are required for our discussion ofthe

DDFT.Thekey quantity in EDFT istheHelm holtzfreeenergy functional:

F[�(r)]= Fid[�(r)]+ Fex[�(r)]+

Z

druext(r)�(r); (1)

which isa functionalof�(r),the uid one-body density. Forsim plicity we considera

one-com ponentuid.uext(r)isa onebody externalpotentialand

Fid[�(r)]= kB T

Z

dr�(r)[ln(�3�(r))� 1]; (2)

is the (exact) idealgas free energy; � is the therm alde Broglie wavelength of the

particles. Fex[�(r)]is the excess (over ideal) contribution to the free energy due to

interactionsbetween the particles[8,28]. In EDFT one considersthe following grand

potentialfunctional


[�(r)]= F[�(r)]� �

Z

dr�(r); (3)

where� isthechem icalpotential.Theequilibrium density distribution isgiven by the

m inim isation condition [8,28]:

�


��(r)
= 0: (4)
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Thus,using Eqs.(1){ (4),one obtainsthe following Euler-Lagrange equation forthe

equilibrium uid density pro�le:

0= kB T ln�
3
�(r)� kB Tc

(1)(r)+ uext(r)� �; (5)

wheretheonebody directcorrelation function:

c
(1)(r)� � �

�Fex[�(r)]

��(r)
: (6)

� = 1=kB T istheinversetem peratureand � kB Tc
(1)(r)isan e�ectiveonebodypotential

that incorporates the e�ect ofthe interparticle interactions in the uid. The central

task in EDFT isto �nd a suitable approxim ation forFex[�(r)]forthe uid ofinterest.

Fex[�(r)]is,in general,an unknown quantity.A second functionalderivativeofFex[�(r)]

givestheinhom ogeneous(Ornstein-Zernike)pairdirectcorrelation function:

c
(2)(r;r0)� � �

�2Fex[�(r)]

��(r)��(r0)
: (7)

Often,approxim ationsforFex[�(r)]are constructed by requiring thatthe approxim ate

excessHelm holtzfreeenergy functionalgenerate,via Eq.(7),reliableresultsforc(2)(r),

thebulkpairdirectcorrelation function,aboutwhich m uch isknown from thetheory of

bulk equilibrium uids[28,29].

W enow m oveontoconsideranon-equilibrium uid ofN Browniancolloid particles.

W e denote the position ofthe ith colloid particle by ri, and the set ofallposition

coordinatesbyrN � fr1;:::;rN g.ThetotalcolloidpotentialenergyUN (r
N ;t)isassum ed

to beofthefollowing form :

UN (r
N
;t)=

NX

i= 1

uext(ri;t)+
1

2

X

j6= i

NX

i= 1

u2(ri;rj)+
1

6

X

k6= j6= i

X

j6= i

NX

i= 1

u3(ri;rj;rk)+ :::; (8)

which ism adeup ofaone-body term ,i.e.a tim e-dependentone-body externalpotential

uext(ri;t) acts on each uid particle; a two-body term , which is a sum of (tim e

independent) pair potentials u2(ri;rj);a three body term ,given by a sum ofthree-

body potentialsu3(ri;rj;rk)and higherbody term s,each given by a sum ofm ulti-body

potentials.Since we do notinclude explicitly the solventparticles,thispotentialm ust

include contributions from solvent m ediated interactions between the colloids as well

asthe direct(bare)interactions between the colloids { we willreturn to thisissue in

Sec.4k. On the Brownian tim e scale the equationsofm otion ofthe colloidsobey the

following stochastic(Langevin)equationsofm otion [30]:

��1
dri(t)

dt
= �

@UN (r
N ;t)

@ri
+ G i(t); (9)

k For the purposes ofcalculating equilibrium uid properties,allsolvent e�ects are included in the

e�ectivepotentialU N (r
N ;t).However,fordynam ics,thesolventfriction hasto beexplicitly taken into

account.
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where ��1 isa friction constantcharacterising theone-body drag ofthesolventon the

colloidalparticlesand G i(t)= (�xi(t);�
y

i(t);�
z
i(t))isawhitenoiseterm with theproperty

h��i(t)i= 0;

h��i(t)�
�
i(t

0)i= 2kB T�ij�
��
�(t� t

0): (10)

The stochastic equations ofm otion (9),ofcourse,neglect hydrodynam ic interactions

between thecolloids.

W e can de�ne a probability density function P (N )(rN ;t)forthe N colloids. The

tim eevolution ofP (N )(rN ;t)isdescribed by theSm oluchowskiequation [5]:

@P (N )

@t
= �

NX

i= 1

@

@ri
�

�

kB T
@P (N )

@ri
+
@UN

@ri
P
(N )

�

: (11)

This equation isthe (generalised) Fokker-Planck equation forthe Langevin equations

(9).The Sm oluchowskiequation isgenerally presented from thisstochastic viewpoint.

However,aswe show below in Sec.4,onecan argueforitsuse asan approxim ation to

the exactLiouville equations: By going to the Sm oluchowskiequation the description

ofthe uid is reduced to one based solely on the position coordinatesofthe colloids,

ratherthan utilising the fullsetofphase space coordinatesforthe colloid and solvent

particles. However,in practice a further reduction is required in order to be able to

determ ineexplicitly thedynam icsofthecolloids.In particular,wefocuson thecolloid

one-body density [9,10,29]:

�(r1;t)= N

Z

dr2:::

Z

drN P
(N )(rN ;t): (12)

Sim ilarly,then-particledensity is

�
(n)(rn;t)=

N !

(N � n)!

Z

drn+ 1:::

Z

drN P
(N )(rN ;t): (13)

W enow follow closely thederivation in Ref.[9]:Using Eqs.(8),(12)and (13),we �nd

thaton integrating Eq.(11),oneobtains[9,31]:

��1
@�(r1;t)

@t
= kB T

@2�(r1;t)

@r21
+

@

@r1
�

�

�(r1;t)
@uext(r1;t)

@r1

�

+
@

@r1
�

Z

dr2�
(2)(r1;r2;t)

@u2(r1;r2)

@r1

+
@

@r1
�

Z

dr2

Z

dr3�
(3)(r1;r2;r3;t)

@u3(r1;r2;r3)

@r1
+ :::: (14)

Atequilibrium ,when @�(r;t)=@t= 0,thisequation isjustthe gradientofthe (exact)

�rstequation oftheYBG hierarchy [29].

W e are now in a position to m ake contact with EDFT.For an equilibrium uid

thegradientof� kB Tc
(1)(r)(seeEq.(6)),a onebody forcedueto interactionsbetween

particlesin theuid,isgiven by thefollowing sum -rule[8,9,32]:

� kB T�(r1)
@c(1)(r1)

@r1
=

1X

n= 2

Z

dr2:::

Z

drn�
(n)(rn)

@un(r
n)

@r1
: (15)
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Ifwe assum e that we can use (15) for a non-equilibrium uid we are assum ing that

thee�ectiveonebody forceon a particlein theuid dueto interactionswith theother

particlesisthe sam e asthatin the equilibrium uid with the sam e one body density

pro�le. W e m ake thisassum ption and using Eqs.(15)and (1)togetherwith Eq.(14)

weobtain thekey DDFT equation [6,7,9]:

@�(r;t)

@t
= �

@

@r
�

�

�(r;t)
@

@r

�
�F[�(r;t)]

��(r;t)

��

; (16)

whereF[�(r;t)]isgiven by Eq.(1)with �(r)replaced by thetim edependentone-body

density �(r;t). Before com m enting on the statusofEq.(16),we note thatthe above

argum entscan easily begeneralised to thecasewherethereareseveraldi�erentspecies

ofcolloids. Ifthere are Q di�erent species ofcolloids,with N q colloids ofspecies q,

such thatthetotalnum berofcolloidalparticlesisN =
P

Q

q= 1
N q,and thetotalcolloid

e�ective potentialenergy is(c.f.Eq.(8)):

UN (r
N
;t)=

QX

q= 1

N QX

i= 1

u
q

ext(rq;i;t)+
1

2

QX

q;q0= 1

X

j6= i

N QX

i= 1

u
q;q0

2 (rq;i;rq0;j)+ ::: (17)

In thiscase,theSm oluchowskiequation (11)sim ply becom es

@P (N )

@t
=

QX

q= 1

�q

N qX

i= 1

@

@rq;i
�

�

kB T
@P (N )

@rq;i
+
@UN

@rq;i
P
(N )

�

; (18)

where ��1q isthe friction constantforthe qth speciesofcolloid particle. One can then

integrate Eq.(18)to obtain a DDFT forthe one-body density pro�les. The one-body

density ofspeciesq is:

�q(rq;1;t)= N q

N qY

i= 2

Z

drq;i

Y

q06= q

Z

drN q0P
(N )(rN ;t); (19)

i.e.,�q(rq;1;t)isgiven by the integraloverP (N ) with respectto allthe colloid position

coordinates other than those ofthe i= 1 colloid ofspecies q. The m ulti-com ponent

generalisation oftheDDFT equation (16)then becom es:

@�q(r;t)

@t
= �q

@

@r
�

�

�q(r;t)
@

@r

�
�F[f�q(r;t)g]

��q(r;t)

��

; (20)

where the Helm holtz free energy functionalforthe m ulti-com ponent colloidaluid is

(c.f.Eq.(1)):

F[f�q(r;t)g]=

QX

q= 1

kB T

Z

dr�q(r;t)[ln(�
3

q�q(r;t))� 1]+ Fex[f�q(r;t)g]

+

QX

q= 1

Z

dru
q

ext(r;t)�q(r;t): (21)

Foran inhom ogeneousequilibrium uid Eqs.(3)and (4)im ply thatthe chem ical

potential� = �F=��(r)isa constant throughoutthe body ofthe uid. Sim ilarly,for
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an inhom ogeneous equilibrium m ulti-com ponent uid,the chem icalpotentials for the

di�erentspecies,

�q =
�F[f�q(r)g]

��q(r)
; (22)

take a constantvalue throughoutthe uid. The DDFT (20)isequivalentto assum ing

that in the non-equilibrium uid,this is not the case,and that the gradients ofthe

chem icalpotentials are the therm odynam ic forces driving particle currents jq ofeach

species[9,8]:

jq(r;t)= � �q�q(r;t)
@�q

@r
: (23)

On com bining thisresultwith thecontinuity equation

@�q(r;t)

@t
= �

@

@r
� jq(r;t); (24)

oneobtainstheDDFT Eq.(20).TheDDFT isclearly nota theory fora colloidaluid

in which there is a tem perature gradient. In orderto incorporate such an e�ect in a

m icroscopic theory,one would need to constructan externalpotentialthatcouplesto

both the position and m om entum degrees offreedom ofthe colloids. In reality,such

therm ale�ectsnorm ally also inuence thesolventparticles.In thepresentdescription

wehavee�ectivelyassum ed thatthesolventactsasaheatbath,keepingthetem perature

ofthe colloids at a constant value { even in cases where the change in the external

potentialissuch thatonewould �nd an increasein thetem peratureoftheuid wereit

a sim ple(m olecular,non-colloidal)uid { forexam pleunderrapid com pression.

Aswehavealready m entioned,Fex[f�q(r)g],theequilibrium excessHelm holtzfree

energy functionalfor the uid m ixture is,in principle,an unknown quantity. There

exist,dependingon theuid in question,anum berofaccurateapproxim atefunctionals,

which giveextrem ely good resultsforequilibrium uid density pro�lesforawidevariety

ofexternalpotentials(see,forexam ple,Ref.[28]and referencestherein). Thism eans

thatthe DDFT (20)isa very appealing theory forthe dynam icsofan inhom ogeneous

colloidaluid,sinceitbuildsdirectlyupon EDFT,oneofthem ostsuccessfultheoriesfor

the equilibrium propertiesofinhom ogeneousuids. Asthe presentation above shows,

the DDFT is clearly not an exact theory. However,the fact that,in principle, the

equilibrium pro�lesobtained from theDDFT arealm ostexactleadsoneto expectthat

thetheory should bereliable{ atleastwhen theuid isnottoo farfrom equilibrium .

3. A pplication ofthe D D FT to the G C M

W eargued in theprevioussection thattheDDFT (20)should bea good theory forthe

dynam icsofa colloidaluid when theuid isnearto equilibrium ,provided wehavean

accurate approxim ation forthe excess Helm holtz free energy functionalFex[f�i(r;t)g]

fortheuid (wenow usei;j,ratherthan q;q0to labelthedi�erentspeciesofcolloids).

In this section we shalldem onstrate that in the case ofa particular m odeluid for

which wedo havean accurateHelm holtzfreeenergy functional,theDDFT seem sto be
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reliableeven forsituationswhen theuid isquitefarfrom equilibrium and phenom ena

such asphase separation and interfacialadsorption (wetting)arepresent. Throughout

we assum e thatthe Brownian levelofdescription (9)providesan accurate accountof

theunderlying particledynam ics.

Dzubiella and Likos [11]applied the DDFT to a one-com ponent m odeluid in

which the particles interact via a purely repulsive Gaussian potential,the Gaussian

core m odel (GCM ). Their choice of m odel uid was m otivated by the fact that a

sim ple m ean-�eld approxim ation for Fex[f�i(r)g]proves to be quite accurate for the

equilibrium properties,and thusthey wereableto testwhethertheDDFT form ulation

(16)ofdynam ics isaccurate. W e shallsay m ore aboutthism odeluid below. Their

strategy wastoconsidertheinhom ogeneousuid con�ned in eitherasphericalcavity or

a slit.They used EDFT to calculatetheequilibrium density pro�lecorresponding to a

particularexternalpotentialand considered caseswhen theexternalpotentialsuddenly

changed (i.e.,a param eterin theexternalpotentialwaseitherincreased ordecreased).

Using the density pro�le from the EDFT asthe starting density pro�le,they used the

DDFT to determ ine how the density pro�le ofthe uid evolved towards equilibrium .

The reliability oftheirresultswasassessed by m aking com parison with BD sim ulation

results{i.e.theynum erically integrated Eq.(9)anum berofdi�erenttim es,fordi�erent

realisationsofthestochasticnoise,and then averaged overallthedi�erentrunsin order

toobtain theensem bleaveragetim eevolution oftheuid density pro�le.Dzubiella and

Likosfound thattheDDFT and theBD sim ulation resultswerein very good agreem ent

[11].W efollow thesam estrategy herebutfora binary m ixtureofGCM particles.

Theonecom ponentGCM doesnotexhibituid-uid phaseseparation [3,19].Itis

thereforeofinterestto�nd outwhethertheDDFT provestobereliableforthedynam ics

ofinhom ogeneous uidswhen there isphase separation in the uid and when related

interfacialphenom ena such aswetting ofthe cavity wallare present. The m odeluid

we consideristhe binary GCM .Thisuid doesexhibitliquid-liquid phase separation

[20,21].TheGCM particlesinteractvia thefollowing purely repulsive pairpotential:

ui;j(r)= �i;jexp(� r
2
=R

2

i;j) (25)

and nootherhigherbodypotentials.In Eq.(25)i;j= 1;2labelthetwodi�erentspecies

ofparticles,�i;j > 0 isa param eterthatdeterm inesthestrength oftheinteraction and

R i;j denotes the range ofthe interaction potential. Note that this potentialhas no

hard core; the centres ofthe particles can overlap com pletely. W hen one considers

the e�ective potentialbetween the centresofm assofpolym ersin a good solvent,one

�nds that the Gaussian potential(25),with �i;j � 2kB T and R i;j � Rg,the polym er

radiusofgyration,providesagood approxim ation [3,12,13,14,15,16].W hen theuid

density becom essu�ciently high,each GCM particle interactswith a large num berof

neighbours,and it is established that the following m ean-�eld excess Helm holtz free

energy functional[3,19,20,21]:

Fex[f�i(r)g]=
1

2

2X

i;j= 1

Z

dr

Z

dr0�i(r)�j(r
0)ui;j(jr� r

0j); (26)
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becom esratheraccurate.ThisfunctionalgeneratestheRPA closureforthedirectpair

correlation functions(c.f.Eq.(7)):

c
(2)

i;j(r;r
0)� � �

�2Fex[f�i(r)g]

��i(r)��j(r
0)

= � �ui;j(jr� r
0j): (27)

W e solve the DDFT (20) for the binary GCM con�ned in spherically sym m etric

externalpotentialsoftheform :

u
i
ext(r)= E (r=R )

10
; (28)

wherer isthedistancefrom theorigin,E = 10kB T and thelength-scaleR isthesam e

forboth speciesofparticles. Thispotentialisofthe sam e form asone ofthe external

potentialsconsidered in Ref.[11]fora one com ponentuid ofGCM particles. Asthe

length param eterR isincreased,the size ofthe cavity isincreased. W e considercases

wherefortim est< 0theuid isatequilibrium con�ned in acavity with potentials(28),

with R = R 1.Then att= 0 thecavity potentialschange to oneswith R = R 2 6= R 1.

Dueto the sphericalsym m etry oftheexternalpotentials,the (ensem ble average)uid

onebody density pro�leswillalso display sphericalsym m etry.In thebinary GCM uid

weshallconsiderm ixtureswith twodi�erentsetsofpairpotentialparam eters.The�rst

correspondsto a setgiving bulk liquid-liquid phase separation and the second to a set

giving m icrophase-separation [23]. W e shallalso assum e throughout that the friction

constantsforthe two di�erentspeciesofparticlesare equal,i.e.,��1

1 = ��12 = ��1 ,to

keep theproblem assim pleaspossible.{

3.1.DDFT fora GCM uid which exhibitsbulk phase separation

W e consider a binary GCM uid with pair potentialparam eters �11 = �22 = 2kB T,

�12 = 1:8877kB T,R 22 = 0:665R 11 and R 12 = 0:849R 11,which exhibitsbulk uid-uid

phase separation. The fact that R 12 = (1 + �)(R 11 + R 22)=2,with � > 0,ensures

thattheuid exhibitspositivenon-additivity and itisthisfeaturewhich inducesphase

separation.Thischoice ofpairpotentialparam eterswasused in a num berofprevious

studies by the author [21,22,33,34,35]. The uid phase-separates at high total

densities� = �1 + �2,where�1 and �2 arethebulk densitiesofthetwo species.W ithin

the m ean-�eld DFT de�ned by Eq.(26)the(lower)criticalpointisat�R 3
11
= 5:6 and

concentration x � �2=� = 0:70 [21].

The �rst case we consider is that with N 1 = 200 big particles ofspecies 1 and

N 2 = 100 particlesofspecies2,con�ned in a cavity with R = 4R 11 fort< 0.Att= 0

the cavity size issuddenly reduced to R = 3R 11.In Fig.1 we display the evolution of

the uid density pro�les after this sudden com pression ofthe cavity. W e display the

results from solving the DDFT (20) com bined with the RPA functional(26),as well

as results from BD sim ulations [36]. In the BD sim ulations we num erically integrate

Eq.(9) generalised to two di�erent species ofGCM particles. W e typically perform

{ Another m ore realistic choice,following Stokes,would be to set �
�1
i

/ R ii. However,we do not

believem aking thisalternativechoicewould a�ectany ofouroverallconclusions.
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Figure 1. Density pro�les �i(r;t) (DDFT results: solid line for species 1,dashed

line for species 2;sym bols are BD results,(+ ) for species 1,(�)for species 2)for a

uid com posed ofN 1 = 200 particles ofspecies 1 and N 2 = 100 particles ofspecies

2,which isinitially (t< 0)atequilibrium in an externalpotentialofthe form in Eq.

(28)with R = 4R 11. Att= 0 the externalpotentialssuddenly change to those with

R = 3R 11. The pro�les are plotted for varioust� = kB T�R
2

11
t. The two species of

particlesareuniform ly m ixed in thecavity att= 0,butdueto theincreasein density,

the equilibrium pro�lesforthe uid in the cavity with R = 3R 11 exhibitsa degreeof

dem ixing.Notealso that�1(r= 0;t)isa non-m onotonicfunction oftim e.
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Figure 2.Thisisthereversecaseofthatdisplayed in Fig.1.Initially (t< 0)theuid

isatequilibrium con�ned in externalpotentialsofthe form Eq.(28)with R = 3R 11.

Then at t= 0 the cavity potentials suddenly change to those with R = 4R 11. The

pro�lesareplotted forvarioust� = kB T�R
2

11
t.
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Figure 3. The second m om ent ofthe density pro�les,m i

2
(t),de�ned by Eq.(29).

The lefthand �gure isforthe casescorresponding to the density pro�lesdisplayed in

Figs.1 and 2. The righthand �gure correspondsto the casesin Figs.4 and 5. The

solid linesarethesecond m om entforspecies1,m 1

2
(t),and thedashed linesm 2

2
(t),for

species2. In each case,the curveswith a highervalue ofm i

2
(t! 1 )correspond to

a �nalexternalpotentialwith a largervalue ofR . Note that in both casesm 1

2
(t)is

non-m onotonic,whereasm 2

2
(t)isa m onotonicfunction oftim e.

1500 di�erent runs,each with di�erent realisations ofthe stochastic noise term ,and

then average over allthe di�erent runs in order to obtain the ensem ble average tim e

evolution oftheuid density pro�les.In orderto generateeach starting con�guration,

we allow the uid to equilibrate fora reduced tim e t� � kB T�R
2
11
t= 10 with a �xed

param eterR = R 1(= 4R 11)in the externalpotential,before changing thisparam eter

to R = R 2(= 3R 11)and determ ining the relaxation ofthe uid. In Fig.1 the density

pro�lesatt= 0correspond tothoseoftheequilibrium uid in acavity with R = 4R 11
+ .

W hen theexternalpotentialparam eterR = 4R 11,thetwo speciesofGCM particlesare

m ixed within thecavity,although becausethewallsofthecavity favourspecies1,there

isa higherdensity ofspecies1 around theoutsideofthecavity.Thispreference ofthe

cavity wallforspecies1isduetothefactthatthecavity wallpotentialsforboth species

ofparticlesdecay into theuid with thesam edecay length.Thisresultsin an e�ective

attraction between thewalland species1 [22].Forsm allt> 0,theinitial‘com pression’

oftheuid resultsin thegrowth ofa sharp peak in thedensitiesofboth speciesaround

r’ R 2 = 3R 11.Thiscausesa density ‘wave’to travelthrough theuid into thecentre

ofthe cavity. The uid reachesequilibrium att� � t=�B ’ 1:3,where �B = �=�R 2
11
is

the Brownian tim e scale. In Fig.1 we display the uid density pro�les forthe tim es

t� = 0,0.025,0.1,0.3,0.8,and 2. The pro�le fort� = 2 e�ectively correspondsto the

equilibrium pro�lefortheexternalpotential(28)with R = 3R 11.W ith thisvalueofR

theuid exhibitsadegreeofphaseseparation in thecavity duetothefactthatthetotal

+ Note thatwithin the grand canonicalEDFT the m ean num berofparticleshN iiofspeciesiin the

cavity isconstrained.In practice we setthe chem icalpotentials�i such thatthe the m ean num berof

particlesin the cavity,hN ii=
R
dr�i(r)= N i,the num berofparticlesin the BD sim ulation.
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Figure 4. Density pro�les�i(r;t)(solid line forspecies1,dashed line forspecies2)

fora uid com posed ofN 1 = 25000 particlesofspecies1 and N 2 = 5000 particlesof

species 2,which is initially (t< 0) at equilibrium con�ned in externalpotentials of

the form in Eq.(28)with R = 9R 11. Then att= 0 the externalpotentialssuddenly

changeto thosewith R = 13R 11.Thepro�lesareplotted forvarioust
� = kB T�R

2

11
t.

Initially,theuid isseparated intotwophases,onerich in species1around theoutside,

‘wetting’thewallofthecavity,and theotherphasein thecentreofthecavity,rich in

species2.Notice the slow di�usion ofparticlesthrough the uid-uid interfacein the

laterstagesofthe equilibration.

density oftheuid in thecavity hasincreased.Theparticlesofspecies1 arem ostly to

befound adsorbed around thewallofthecavity and species2 towardsthecentreofthe

cavity. In Fig.2 we display the density pro�lesforthe reverse situation to the case in

Fig.1:Theexternalpotentials(28)areinitially (t< 0)thosewith R = 3R 11.Then,at

t= 0,thepotentialsarechanged to thosewith R = 4R 11.In thiscasetheuid reaches

equilibrium when t� ’ 1:7. The reason thatthe ‘com pression’case (Fig.1)isable to

reach equilibrium faster than the relaxation case (Fig.2) is that in the com pression
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Figure 5.Thisisthereversecaseofthatdisplayed in Fig.4.Initially (t< 0)theuid

isatequilibrium con�ned in externalpotentialsoftheform in Eq.(28)with R = 13R 11.

Then att= 0 the externalpotentialssuddenly change to those with R = 9R 11. The

pro�lesare plotted forvarioust� = kB T�R
2

11
t. Notice the concentration ‘wave’(dip

in the pro�le ofspecies1 and a peak in pro�le forspecies2)thattravelstowardsthe

centre ofthe cavity which allowsthe uid to reach equilibrium slightly fasterthan in

the opposite(relaxation)process{ seeFig.4.

case the ‘shock wave’thattravelsinward,m ixesup the uid,which allowsitto reach

equilibrium fasterthan in therelaxation case.In Fig.3 wedisplay thesecond m om ent

ofthedensity pro�le,

m
i
2
(t)=

Z

drr2�i(r;t): (29)

Dzubiella and Likos[11]found thatfora onecom ponentGCM uid thisisa m onotonic

function oftim e. For the relaxation (cavity expansion) case they found that m 2(t)

can be very accurately approxim ated by an exponentially decaying function. Forthe
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com pression case,m 2(t)isalso m onotonic,and can be accurately param eterised by a

function com posed oftwo exponentials.They also found thattheonecom ponentGCM

uid reachesequilibrium fasterin the com pression case,where R isdecreased attim e

t = 0,rather than the relaxation case. For the binary GCM uid,m 2
2
(t) is also a

m onotonicfunction oftim e(dashed lines),butinterestingly,m 1
2(t)isnot(solid lines){

see Fig.3.Thisisbecause particlesofspecies1 areadsorbed on thewallofthecavity

and when the param eterR in the externalpotentialsissuddenly decreased,particles

ofspecies1 are forced m ore strongly towardsthe centre ofthe cavity than the species

2 particles. This causes an increase in the density ofspecies 1 at the centre ofthe

cavity. However,in the �nalstages ofthe uid equilibration,the density ofspecies

1 at the centre ofthe cavity decreases again. In other words,�1(r = 0;t) is a non-

m onotonicfunction oftim e.Sim ilarly,when thecavity issuddenly increased in size,it

istheparticlesofspecies1 that‘feel’thespacearound theoutsideoftheuid thathas

suddenlyappeared,ratherthanthespecies2particles,andsoitisspecies1particlesthat

m ove outwardsto �llthisspace. However,in the �nalstagesofthe uid equilibration

process,there isa netow ofspecies1 particlesback towardsthe centre ofthecavity.

Forthese reasons,only m 1
2(t)isa non-m onotonic function oftim e.Dynam ic processes

such asthese only occurwhen the uid con�ned in the cavity isa binary uid,where

thewallofthecavity hasa preferenceforoneofthespecies.Ascan beseen from Figs.

1 and 2 thereisrem arkably good agreem entbetween thedensity pro�lesobtained from

theDDFT and from theBD sim ulations.Thisagreem entgivesuscon�denceconcerning

the reliability oftheDDFT forcaseswhere the num bersofparticlesaresuch thatBD

sim ulationsbecom ecom putationally too expensive.Notealso thattheRPA functional

(26)becom es increasingly accurate asthe GCM uid density isincreased [3,19];this

should furtherim prove theaccuracy oftheDDFT results.

In Figs.4 and 5 we display the DDFT results for a sim ilar situation as in Figs.

1 and 2,except in this case the cavity is largerand the num ber ofcon�ned particles

ishigher: N 1 = 25000 particlesofspecies1 and N 2 = 5000 particlesofspecies2 (the

average densities are also higher). In Fig.4 we display the results forthe case when

theuid,fort< 0,isatequilibrium in a cavity with potentialsgiven by Eq.(28)with

R = 9R 11. Then att= 0 the potentials change suddenly to those with R = 13R 11.

W e plotthe density pro�les fort� = 0,0.02,0.04,0.06,0.1,0.5,1,5,10,20,30 and

1 . (Here and elsewhere,the t= 1 density pro�les are those obtained using EDFT

forcavity potentialswith R = R 2. In the presentcase R 2 = 13R 11.) W e see thatat

t= 0 the uid isstrongly phase separated in the cavity,with the phase rich in species

1 ‘wetting’the wallofthe cavity,and the phase rich in species 2 atthe centre ofthe

cavity.The�nalequilibrium con�guration,t! 1 ,when thecavity radiusR = 13R 11,

isthatwherethetwo speciesofparticlesarem ixed togetherin thecavity,although the

preference ofthe cavity wallforspecies 1 ensures thatthe density ofspecies 1 isstill

higheraround theoutsideofthecavity.In orderto reach thisequilibrium con�guration

theuid �rstexhibitsa‘quick’ow ofthephaserich in species1to�llthespacecreated

around the outside ofthe uid by the cavity expansion. There isthen a second ‘slow’
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processwhereby the two dem ixed phasesm ix,i.e.the di�usion ofparticlesacrossthe

uid-uid interfaceisa slow process.

Forthe reverse (cavity com pression)situation,the resultsare displayed in Fig.5.

Fort< 0 the uid isatequilibrium in a cavity with potentialsgiven by Eq.(28)with

R = 13R 11. Then att= 0 the potentials change suddenly to those with R = 9R 11.

W e plotthe density pro�lesfort� = 0,0.02,0.1,0.5,1,3,5,10,15,20,35 and 1 .In

thiscase the uid reachesequilibrium slightly fasterthan in the case where the cavity

sizeisincreased.Thisisbecausein thecavity com pression case,thesudden decreaseof

R att= 0 sendsa particle concentration ‘wave’into the centre ofthe cavity (see Fig.

5)which allowstheuid to reach equilibrium faster.This‘wave’form sasa dip in the

density pro�leofspecies1 and a peak in pro�leforspecies2 coupletogetherand m ove

towardsthe centre ofthe cavity. The am plitude ofthe wave increaseswith proxim ity

to the centre ofthe cavity. Ascan be seen in the righthand �gure ofFig.3 forboth

thesecasesthesecond m om entsofthedensity pro�les,given by Eq.(29),show sim ilar

behaviour to the cases with fewer particles in Figs.1 and 2 { see Fig.3. m 1
2
(t) is a

non-m onotonicfunction oftim e,whereasm 2
2
(t)isa m onotonicfunction oftim e.Asfor

thecasesin Figs.1and 2,thisisduetothefactthatthespecies1particlesareadsorbed

on thecavity wall,ratherthan thespecies2 particles.

3.2.DDFT fora GCM uid which exhibitsm icrophase separation

W e now consider a binary GCM uid with pair potentialparam eters the sam e as in

the previous subsection except that R 12 = 0:6R 11,i.e.R 12 = (1+ �)(R 11 + R 22)=2,

with �< 0;theuid exhibitsnegativenon-additivity.Thisuid doesnotexhibitbulk

uid-uid phaseseparation.Dueto thenegativenon-additivity thereisa propensity to

ordering in theuid in which particlesofspecies1 haveasnearestneighboursparticles

ofspecies 2,and vice versa [23]. W e refer to this phenom enon as ‘1-2 ordering’. At

high totaldensitiesEDFT predictsthatthisGCM uid freezesinto a crystalin which

the particles are highly delocalized,with Lindem ann param eters ashigh as90% near

m elting [23]. W hen the uid is con�ned in a sphericalcavity and the uid density

ishigh enough,the uid form san ‘onion’structure ofalternating layers,one particle

thick,ofthe two di�erentspecies [23](see also Figs.6,7,9 and 10). Sim ilarly,when

thehigh density m ixtureiscon�ned in a planarslitthedensity pro�lesshow thatuid

form salternating layersofthetwo di�erentspeciesparallelto thewallsoftheslit[23].

At lower densities the two di�erent species ofparticles are m ixed. This m icrophase

separation is associated with the fact that the bulk uid exhibits an instability with

respectto periodic density m odulations{ a ‘�-instability’. Form ore detailsregarding

the origin ofthis instability see Ref.[23]and references therein. Here our interest is

lim ited to thequestion:Can theDDFT describe theform ation of‘onion’structuresin

a sphericalcavity with potentials given by Eq.(28) when R is reduced,and can the

DDFT describetheonion ‘m elting’when R isincreased?

W e follow a strategy sim ilar to that taken in the previous subsection and m ake
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Figure 6.Density pro�les�i(r;t)(solid lineisDDFT resultsforspecies1,dashed line

forspecies2;sym bolsareBD results,(+ )forspecies1,(�)forspecies2.) fora uid

com posed ofN 1 = 200 particlesofspecies1 and N 2 = 150 particlesofspecies2,which

is initially (t < 0) at equilibrium con�ned in externalpotentials ofthe form in Eq.

(28)with R = 4R 11.Then att= 0,the externalpotentialssuddenly changeto those

with R = 3R 11.The pro�lesareplotted forvarioust
� = kB T�R

2

11
t.Thism odeluid

exhibitsm icrophase-separation.The �nalt� = 1 con�guration isan ‘onion’structure.
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Figure 7.Thisisthereversecaseofthatdisplayed in Fig.6.Initially (t< 0)theuid

isatequilibrium con�ned in externalpotentialsoftheform in Eq.(28)with R = 3R 11.

Then att= 0,the externalpotentialssuddenly changeto those with R = 4R 11.The

pro�lesare plotted forvarioust� = kB T�R
2

11
t. The initialt= 0 con�guration isan

‘onion’structure.
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a com parison between the results from DDFT and BD sim ulations for cases with a

lim ited num ber ofparticles,in order to dem onstrate the reliability ofthe DDFT for

this particular GCM uid and then we apply the DDFT to cases where the num ber

ofparticlesistoo high forsim ulationsto be a realistic toolforstudying thedynam ics.

In Fig.6 we display the density pro�lesfora uid com posed ofN 1 = 200 particlesof

species1 and N 2 = 150 particlesofspecies2,which isinitially (t< 0)atequilibrium

con�ned in externalpotentialsofthe form in Eq.(28)with R = 4R 11. Then att= 0

the externalpotentialsare suddenly changed to those with R = 3R 11. W e display the

density pro�lesfort� = 0,0.025,0.05,0.1,0.5and 1.In theinitialt= 0 density pro�les

we see thatthere islittle sign ofthe uid exhibiting 1-2 ordering. Aswasthe case for

the uid described in the previoussubsection,the wallpotentialsresultin an e�ective

attraction between thewallofthecavity and particlesofspecies1.Thereforethereisan

increased densityofspecies1around thewallofthecavity.Followingthecom pression in

thecavity att= 0,thereisan initialin-ow ofuid towardsthecentreofthecavity and

an increasein thedensity oftheuid neartothecavity wall.Followingthisinitialstage,

theuid relaxesintoacon�guration which exhibitsapronounced degreeof1-2ordering

{seethet� = 1�gurein Fig.6.In Fig.7wedisplay theresultsforthereversesituation,

i.e.when the uid isinitially (t< 0)atequilibrium con�ned in externalpotentialsof

the form in Eq.(28)with R = 3R 11,then att= 0,the externalpotentials suddenly

change to those with R = 4R 11. W e display the pro�les fort� = 0,0.025,0.05,0.1,

0.5 and 1.In both casesthe agreem entbetween the DDFT and the BD sim ulationsis

rem arkablygood.Fig.8displaystheresultsforthesecond m om entofthedensitypro�le,

de�ned by Eq.(29). As in the previous subsection,in the present case the m om ents

m 1
2(t)forspecies 1 are non-m onotonic functions oftim e,whereas the m om ents m

2
2(t)

arem onotonicfunctionsoftim e.Theuid which exhibits1-2 ordering isableto reach

equilibrium fasterthan the uid considered in the previous subsection which exhibits

bulk phaseseparation.Thisisbecausetheaveragedistancetheparticlesm ustdi�useto

bearranged in am icrophase-separated distribution isshorterthan in thecasewherethe

�nalequilibrium con�guration isthatexhibiting ‘bulk’phase-separation. In the latter

case theparticlesofspecies1 m ustdi�use to the outside ofthe cavity,whilstparticles

ofspecies2 m ustdi�useto thecentreofthecavity in orderto reach equilibrium .

In Figs.9 and 10 we display theDDFT resultsfora sim ilarsituation,exceptnow

thecavityislargerand thenum berofcon�ned particlesisalsom uch bigger:N 1 = 16000

particles ofspecies 1 and N 2 = 15000 particles ofspecies 2 (the average densities are

also higher).In Fig.9 wedisplay theresultsforthecasewhen theuid,fort< 0,isat

equilibrium in a cavity with potentialsgiven by Eq.(28)with R = 8R 11.Then att= 0

the potentialschange suddenly to those with R = 10R 11. W e plotthe density pro�les

fort� = 0,0.02,0.06,0.1,0.2,0.5,0.7,1 and 1 . At t= 0 the two di�erent species

ofparticlesarestrongly ordered into alternating layersofthetwo di�erentspecies{ an

‘onion’structure. The �nalequilibrium con�guration,t! 1 ,is that where the two

speciesofparticlesare uniform ly m ixed in the cavity,although,due to the preference

ofthe cavity wallforspecies1,the density ofspecies1 ishigherin the outerregion of
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1500
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2i (t

)/
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Figure 8.Thesecond m om entofthe density pro�les,m i

2
(t),de�ned by Eq.(29),for

a G CM uid exhibiting m icrophase-separation,with density pro�lesdisplayed in Figs.

6 and 7. The solid linesare the second m om entforspecies1,m 1

2
(t),and the dashed

linesm 2

2
(t),forspecies2. In each case,the curveswith a highervalue ofm i

2
(t! 1 )

correspond to a �nalexternalpotentialwith a largervalue ofR . Note thatin both

casesm 1

2
(t)isnon-m onotonic,whereasm 2

2
(t)isa m onotonic function oftim e,aswas

the casein Fig.3 fora G CM uid thatexhibitsbulk phaseseparation.

the cavity. The equilibration processisalm ostan orderofm agnitude shorterin tim e

than in eitherofthecasesin Figs.4or5fortheGCM uid exhibiting bulk liquid-liquid

phaseseparation,even though thenum berofparticlesinvolved in thesecasesissim ilar.

Thisisbecause the particlesm ustdi�use a distance � R11,the particle size,in order

to go from a state with 1-2 ordering to a m ixed state,whereasforthe uid exhibiting

‘bulk’phaseseparation theparticlesm ustdi�useam uch largerdistance� R ,theradius

ofthe cavity. Forthe reverse (cavity com pression)situation,the resultsare displayed

in Fig.10. Initially,for t< 0,the uid is at equilibrium in a cavity with potentials

given by Eq.(28)with R = 10R 11. Then att= 0 the potentialschange suddenly to

those with R = 8R 11. W e plot the density pro�les for t� = 0,0.01,0.02,0.06,0.1,

0.2,0.5,0.7 and 1 .Aswith the cavity expansion case in Fig.9 thisprocessisalm ost

an orderofm agnitude quickerin tim e than in eitherofthe casesin Figs.4 or5. The

com pression causesthetotaluid density to �rstincreasearound thewallofthecavity,

beforeincreasing nearthecentreofthecavity.Thisresultsin the‘onion’layersform ing

�rstin theouterregion and then developing inwardstowardsthecentreofthecavity as

theuid equilibrates.

4. Liouville,K ram ers and Sm oluchow skiequations

W e now turn to the question of what approxim ations are involved in the present

description of the uid dynam ics. Under what circum stances can the equations of

m otion for a solution ofcolloids suspended in a solvent ofm uch sm aller particles be
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Figure 9. Density pro�les�i(r;t)(solid line forspecies1,dashed line forspecies2)

fora uid com posed ofN 1 = 16000 particlesofspecies1 and N 2 = 15000 particlesof

species2,which isinitially (t< 0)isatequilibrium con�ned in externalpotentialsof

theform in Eq.(28)with R = 8R 11.Then att= 0theexternalpotentialsaresuddenly

changed tothosewith R = 10R 11.Thepro�lesareplotted forvarioust
� = kB T�R

2

11
t.

Thism odeluid exhibitsm icrophase-separation.The initialt= 0 con�guration isan

‘onion’structure.

approxim ated by the stochastic equations ofm otion (9)? Or,equivalently,in which

situationscan thetim eevolution oftheprobability density function forthefullsystem

ofcolloid and solvent particles be approxim ated by the Sm oluchowskiequation (11)?

In Refs.[37,38]these questions are addressed for the case ofa uid in which one

ofthe particles is m uch larger than the rest and when the solvent friction coe�cient

��1 issu�ciently large,thatone can argue thatthe tim e evolution ofthe probability

distribution function for the single big (colloid) particle is governed by the single

particle Sm oluchowskiequation. Here we present an argum ent which is a sim pli�ed

generalisation (forN big colloid particles) ofthisargum ent. The derivation doesnot

contain new ideas.However,wedom akeconnectionsbetween older,wellknown,results

concerning thedynam icsofcolloidaluidsand m orerecentdevelopm entsin thetheory

ofsolventm ediated e�ective potentialsbetween colloidsin solution [3]. The following

therefore provides m uch insight to the physics incorporated in the Sm oluchowski

equation and thereforealso in theDDFT,and appliesgenerally to colloidaluids.

W e considera uid consisting ofa single speciesofN colloid particlesofm assm ,
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Figure 10. This is the reverse case ofthat displayed in Fig.9. Initially (t < 0)

the uid isatequilibrium con�ned in externalpotentialsofthe form in Eq.(28)with

R = 10R 11. Then at t = 0,the externalpotentials suddenly change to those with

R = 8R 11.The density pro�les(solid line forspecies1,dashed line forspecies2)are

plotted forvarioust� = kB T�R
2

11
t.

suspended in a single com ponentsolventcom posed ofS solventparticles,ofm assM .

W edenotethecoordinatesoftheith colloid by ri and m om entum pi.Thesetofcolloid

position coordinateswe denote by rN � fr1;:::;rN g and sim ilarly pN � fp1;:::;pN g.

Forthesolventparticleswedenotethelocation in phasespaceofthe�th solventparticle

by (R �;P �). Just as for the colloids, we denote the sets R S � fR1;:::;R Sg and

P S � fP1;:::;P Sg.TheHam iltonian forthissystem is:

H (rN ;pN ;R S
;P

S
;t)=

1

2m

NX

i= 1

jpij
2 +

1

2M

SX

�= 1

jP �j
2

+ VN (r
N
;t)+ VN ;S(r

N
;R

S)+ VS(R
S
;t); (30)

where the �rst two term s on the right hand side are the colloid and solvent kinetic

energy contributionsto theHam iltonian.VN (r
N ;t)isthecolloid potentialenergy:

VN (r
N
;t)=

NX

i= 1

vext(ri;t)+
1

2

X

j6= i

NX

i= 1

v2(ri;rj)+
1

6

X

k6= j6= i

X

j6= i

NX

i= 1

v3(ri;rj;rk)+ ::: (31)

which is assum ed to be m ade up ofa one-body term (externalpotentialvext(ri;t)on

each colloid particle) a two-body term (v2(ri;rj) is the pair potential),a three body
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term v3(ri;rj;rk),etc. Note thatVN (r
N ;t)describes the directorbare colloid-colloid

interaction potential;itdoesnotinvolve e�ective solventm ediated interactionsand is

therefore notthe sam e asUN (r
N ;t)in Eq.(8){ we willfurtherclarify thisissue later

(see Eq.(43))�. Sim ilarly,VS(R
S;t)isthe solventpotentialenergy and VN ;S(r

N ;R S)

is the potentialenergy arising from interactions between the colloid and the solvent

particles.

W ecan de�nea phasespaceprobability density function f(N + S)(rN ;pN ;R S;P S;t)

fortheuid,and itstim eevolution isgoverned by the(exact)Liouvilleequation [29]:

@f(N + S)

@t
+

1

m

NX

i= 1

pi�
@f(N + S)

@ri
+

NX

i= 1

X i�
@f(N + S)

@pi
+

1

M

SX

�= 1

P � �
@f(N + S)

@R �

+

SX

�= 1

Y � �
@f(N + S)

@P �

+

SX

�= 1

�Z� �
@f(N + S)

@P �

+

NX

i= 1

Zi�
@f(N + S)

@pi
= 0; (32)

where

X i= �
@VN

@ri
; Y � = �

@VS

@R �

; Zi= �
@VN ;S

@ri
; �Z� = �

@VN ;S

@R �

; (33)

are forceson the particles. The Liouville equation isa statem entofthe continuity of

f(N + S) in phasespaceovertim e.

Sincethesolventparticlesarem uch sm allerthan thecolloids,they willequilibrate

on a tim escale�s m uch sm allerthan thetim escale�c on which thecolloidsequilibrate,

i.e.�c � �s.W eareinterested in phenom ena thatoccuron tim escales� �c,so wecan

assum e thate�ectively the solvent particles equilibrate instantaneously,and when we

integrateoverthesolventdegreesoffreedom in Eq.(32)weobtain an equation sim ilarto

theLiouvilleequation fora onecom ponentuid ofN particles,butwith an additional

‘solvent’term dueto interactionsbetween thecolloid and solventparticles:

@f(N )

@t
+

1

m

NX

i= 1

pi�
@f(N )

@ri
+

NX

i= 1

X i�
@f(N )

@pi
=

�
@f(N )

@t

�

solvent

; (34)

wherethecolloid reduced probability density function is

f
(N )(rN ;pN ;t)�

Z

dP S

Z

dR S
f
(N + S)(rN ;pN ;R S

;P
S
;t) (35)

and form ally the‘solvent’term is

�
@f(N )

@t

�

solvent

� �

NX

i= 1

@

@pi
�

Z

dP S

Z

dR S
Zif

(N + S)
: (36)

Theterm
R
dP S

R
dR SZif

(N + S) in (36)isproportionalto theaverage forceexerted on

colloid iby thesolventparticles.On this‘coarse-grained’tim e scale � �s,the leading

order contributions to this force are a one body (Stokes) drag force on each colloid,

� For generality we assum e VN (r
N ;t) contains higher body term s,although it is generally assum ed

thatthe bare interactionsbetween particlesare pairwisewith no higherbody term s.In principle,the

higher-body term sarisefrom integrating overquantaldegreesoffreedom in obtaining VN (r
N ;t).
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� pi,where  is a friction coe�cient,and a force term ,x i,due to solvent m ediated

interactionsbetween thecolloids.Thisforceis

xi= �
@�N

@ri
; (37)

where �N (r
N )isthee�ective solventm ediated potentialbetween the colloid particles.

Foran equilibrium uid � N (r
N )= � kB T lnQ S(r

N ),whereQ S(r
N )isapartialpartition

function [3]:

Q S(r
N )=

��3S

S

S!

Z

dR S exp

�

�
1

kB T

�
VN ;S(r

N
;R

S)+ VS(R
S
;t)
�
�

; (38)

and �S isthede-Brogliewavelength forthesolventparticles.Fortheequilibrium uid

�N (r
N )can,in principle,becalculated.In general

�N (r
N )= ~V �0 +

NX

i= 1

�1(ri)+
1

2

X

j6= i

NX

i= 1

�2(ri;rj)+
1

6

X

k6= j6= i

X

j6= i

NX

i= 1

�3(ri;rj;rk)+ :::;(39)

where ~V isthevolum eofthesystem ,�0 isazero-body potential[3],�1(ri)isthesolvent

m ediated one-body potential(forexam ple with the uid containerwalls),�2(ri;rj)is

a two body pair potential,�3(ri;rj;rk) is a three body potential,and so on. These

potentialsare generally density dependent. W e shallassum e thatthe non-equilibrium

solvent m ediated potentialis the sam e as the equilibrium solvent m ediated potential

(39). Thisapproxim ation should be reliable on tim e scales� �s,since on these tim e

scalesthesolventparticlesaree�ectively atequilibrium .Thustheleading orderterm s

in a Taylorexpansion oftheforceterm in Eq.(36)can beexpressed as:

�
@f(N )

@t

�

solvent

’

NX

i= 1

@

@pi
�

�

(pi� xi)f
(N )+ �

@f(N )

@pi
+ :::

�

; (40)

where� isa m obility coe�cient,which,in principle,isa function ofthecolloidalphase

space coordinates. However, we shallassum e  and � to be constants. Ifwe now

substitute Eq.(40)into Eq.(34),retaining only the two leading orderterm s,then we

obtain:

@f(N )

@t
+

1

m

NX

i= 1

pi�
@f(N )

@ri
+

NX

i= 1

(X i+ xi)�
@f(N )

@pi

= 

NX

i= 1

@

@pi
� pif

(N )+ �

NX

i= 1

@2f(N )

@p2i
: (41)

W e recognise thisasthe Kram ersequation { i.e.a generalised Fokker-Planck equation

[5]. Atthispointwe can also m ake the connection between the constants and � via

the uctuation dissipation theorem ,and we �nd that � = m kB T. In other words,

when � = m kB T,the equilibrium colloid reduced probability distribution function is

correctly given by

f
(N )

0
/ exp

"

� �

 

1

2m

NX

i= 1

jpij
2 + VN (r

N )+ �N (r
N )

! #

; (42)
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whereVN (r
N ),theterm describing thedirectinteractionsbetween thecolloids,isgiven

by Eq.(31)with a tim eindependentexternalpotential.

W e now clarify the di�erence between the potentials U N (r
N ;t) in Eq. (8) and

VN (r
N ;t) in Eq.(31). W e see that the totalcolloid potentialUN (r

N ;t),is given by

(seeEqs.(31)and (39)):

UN (r
N
;t)= VN (r

N
;t)+ �N (r

N ): (43)

i.e.,we see explicitly here that UN (r
N ;t) is the sum ofthe direct colloid interaction

potential(31) and the solvent m ediated potential(39). In Eq.(8) we can therefore

identify thetotalcolloid e�ective onebody potentialuext(ri)= vext(ri)+ �1(ri),asthe

sum ofa directpotentialand a solventm ediated potential.Sim ilarly,the totalcolloid

e�ectivepairpotentialu2(ri;rj)= v2(ri;rj)+ �2(ri;rj),thetotalcolloid e�ectivethree

body potentialu3(ri;rj;rk)= v3(ri;rj;rk)+ �3(ri;rj;rk),and thehigherbody e�ective

potentialsarea sum ofa directcontribution and a solventm ediated contribution.

TheKram ersequation (41)can alsobeobtained asthe(generalised)Fokker-Planck

equation forthetim eevolution oftheprobability density function forN colloid particles

with thefollowing stochasticequationsofm otion [5]:

dri

dt
=
pi

m
;

dpi

dt
= � pi�

@

@ri
(VN (r

N
;t)+ �N (r

N ))+ G i(t); (44)

where G i(t) = (�xi(t);�
y

i(t);�
z
i(t)) is a white noise term with correlations given by

Eq. (10). In a stochastic treatm ent of the colloidal uid one considers the above

equationsofm otion,(44),solely forthe colloidsand one incorporatesthe e�ectofthe

solventvia thestochasticnoiseterm ,thefriction coe�cient and thesolventm ediated

potential�N (r
N ).In thetreatm entabove,wearrived attheKram ersequation (41)by

approxim ating theLiouvilleequation forthefullsystem ofsolventand colloid particles.

In derivingtheKram ersequation (41)itisclearthatwem adeaverylargereduction

in num berofdegreesoffreedom in thedescription oftheuid,sincewehaveintegrated

over the solvent degrees offreedom . However,there are still6N degrees offreedom

in (41) and further reductions are required. W e now focus on the colloid probability

density function

P
(N )(rN ;t)=

Z

dpN f(N )(rN ;pN ;t): (45)

In orderto obtain an equation forthe tim e evolution ofP (N )(rN ;t)we have to m ake

further approxim ations. The following is a generalisation of the \quick and dirty"

approach in Ref.[2](see also Refs.[5,39]). On integrating with respectto the colloid

m om entum degreesoffreedom in Eq.(41),weobtain thefollowing continuity equation:

@P (N )

@t
+

NX

i= 1

@

@ri
� Ji= 0; (46)

wherethecurrent

Ji�

Z

dpN
1

m
pif

(N )(rN ;pN ;t); (47)
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and we have used the factthatthe integrals
R
dpi(@f

(N )=@pi),
R
dpi(@

2f(N )=@p2i)andR
dpi(@(pif

(N ))=@pi)areallequalto zero.

Also,ifwem ultiply Eq.(41)through by pk=m ,thevelocity ofthek
th colloid,and

then integrateoverallthecolloid m om entum degreesoffreedom ,weobtain:

@Jk

@t
+

NX

i= 1

Z

dpN
pk

m

�
pi

m
�
@f(N )

@ri

�

+

NX

i= 1

Z

dpN
pk

m

�

(X i+ xi)�
@f(N )

@pi

�

= 

NX

i= 1

Z

dpN
pk

m

@

@pi
� pif

(N )� m kB T

NX

i= 1

Z

dpN
pk

m

@2f(N )

@p2i
: (48)

Ifwenow m akea‘localm om entum equilibrium ’approxim ation[2],which setsterm ssuch

as
R
dpN pi;apj;bf

(N ) = m kB TP
(N )�i;j�a;b,where pi;a isthe a{com ponent(a;b= x;y;z)

ofthem om entum oftheith particle,then we�nd thatEq.(48)reducesto

@Jk

@t
+
kB T

m

@P (N )

@rk
�

1

m
(X k + xk)P

(N ) = � Jk: (49)

Ifthefriction constant issu�ciently largethen wecan neglectthe�rstterm in (49),

asitwillbenegligiblecom pared tothefriction term � Jk,on theBrownian tim escales

�B ,and weobtain:

Jk ’ � �kB T
@P (N )

@rk
� �

@UN

@rk
P
(N )

; (50)

where�= 1=m .Substituting(50)intoEq.(46),weobtain theSm oluchowskiequation

(11).

The Sm oluchowskiequation isgenerally presented from the stochastic viewpoint,

starting from the Langevin equations ofm otion (9). However,as shown above,one

can argueforitsuse asan approxim ation to theexactLiouville equationsforthetim e

evolution ofthe probability density function forcolloidaluids. The above derivation

dem onstratesthephysicalconditionsunderwhich thetim eevolution oftheprobability

density function of a uid of colloidal particles is described by the Sm oluchowski

equation.By going to theSm oluchowskiequation (with an e�ectivepotentialsbetween

the colloids),the description ofthe uid isreduced to one based on only the position

coordinatesofthe colloids,ratherthan the fullsetofphase space coordinatesforthe

colloid and solventparticles,which is,ofcourse,a signi�cantsim pli�cation.

5. D iscussion and conclusions

In Sec.2 we introduced the DDFT ofM arconiand Tarazona [6,7]forcolloidaluids,

following a recentderivation in Ref.[9]ofthe DDFT starting from the Sm oluchowski

equation. W e em phasise thatthisisan approxim ate theory. In Sec.3 we applied the

DDFT to the speci�c case ofa binary uid ofGCM particles con�ned in a spherical

cavity ofvariable size. W e �nd thatthe DDFT isable to describe accurately the tim e

evolution ofthe highly structured uid one-body density pro�les. W e �nd a variety of

collective dynam ic processes that are accounted for by the DDFT.For exam ple,the
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casein Fig.5,whereweseea particleconcentration ‘wave’travelling through theuid

into thecentreofthecavity thatallowstheuid toequilibrateinto thephase-separated

con�guration slightlyfasterthan onewould expect,bearinginm ind theresultsdisplayed

in Fig.4,which showed thatthe uid-uid interface persistsfora long tim e afterthe

cavity radiusR isincreased.Such phenom ena arevery di�cultto sim ulate because of

thelargenum berofparticlesinvolved.Itisin situationssuch asthesewheretheDDFT

should providea usefultoolto analysetheuid dynam ics.

Our strategy is to �rst consider cases ofonly a few hundred particles where BD

sim ulations can be used to assess the accuracy ofthe DDFT results. In these test

caseswith fewerparticles,wheretheuid exhibitsa lim ited degreeofphaseseparation

and wetting behaviour,we �nd excellent agreem ent between the DDFT and the BD

sim ulation results (see for exam ple Figs.1 and 2). This gives us con�dence to trust

the reliability ofthe DDFT when applied to cases with m any m ore particles,where

com parison with sim ulation becom escom putationally too expensive. W e predictthat

were one to perform a BD sim ulation for (say) the cases presented in Figs.4 and 5,

one would �nd justasgood agreem entbetween the DDFT resultsand BD sim ulation

results.In fact,oneshould arguethatsincethetotaluid densitiesarehigherin these

situations,and thefactthattheRPA functional(26)becom esm oreaccurateathigher

densities[3,21],theresultsfrom theDDFT should beeven m orereliablein thesecases.

In Sec.4,we derive the Sm oluchowskiequation,starting from the exactLiouville

equationsby m aking a seriesofapproxim ationsin orderto go from a description ofthe

uid in term s ofthe fullset ofcolloid and solvent phase space coordinates to a (far

m ore m anageable) description solely in term s ofthe colloid position coordinates (the

Sm oluchowskiequation (11)). Such integration over degrees offreedom is a process

thatisrequired in orderto rendera practicalstatisticaldescription ofany condensed

m atter system . W e believe our derivation is usefulbecause it highlights som e ofthe

approxim ationsinvolved in theSm oluchowskiequation forcolloidsand thereforealso in

theDDFT and thusshedslighton thestatusoftheDDFT.

The Sm oluchowskiequation is usually presented from the stochastic viewpoint,

since it is the Fokker-Planck equation for the Langevin equations (9). This

connection m akesitclearthattheSm oluchowskiequation and thustheDDFT neglect

hydrodynam ic e�ects. To include hydrodynam ic e�ects one would have to treat

the solvent at a level beyond that taken here, where the e�ects of the solvent are

incorporated in the DDFT via the e�ective solvent m ediated potentialbetween the

colloidsand in thefriction coe�cient� �1 .Onecan build in hydrodynam ice�ectsin the

Sm oluchowskiequation by replacing � with a m atrix � ij,describing thehydrodynam ic

coupling between colloidsiand j [9,40,41].However,thism akesthereduction ofthe

Sm oluchowskiequation to a DDFT m uch lessstraightforward.

W e conclude that the DDFT,Eq. (20), should provide a good theory for the

dynam ics of the one body density of a colloidal uid, even when there is phase

separation and wettingofinterfaces,provided thati)thefriction constantcharacterising

the solvent,��1 ,is large enough and ii) there exists an accurate approxim ation for
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the excess Helm holtz free energy functional F ex[�]. M any colloidal uids can be

accurately m odelled as e�ective hard-sphere uids and therefore we expect that the

DDFT com bined with fundam entalm easure free energy functionals [42,43]for hard

spheresto providea reliabletheory forthedynam icsoftheonebody density pro�leof

a (hard-sphere)colloidaluid.
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